
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
AGENDA

September 18, 2014 - 4:00 PM
Council Chambers - Rouss City Hall

1. POINTS OF ORDER
A. Rofl Call
B. Approval of Minutes — September 4, 2014

2. CONSENT AGENDA

3. NEW BUSINESS

BAR-14-543 Request of Jay and Harriett Hanke for a Certificate of Appropriateness to replace
windows at the property located at 500 North Braddock Street.

4. OLD BUSINESS

5. OTHER DISCUSSION

6. ADJOURN

***APpLICANT OR REPRESENTATIVE MUST BE PRESENT AT THE MEETING***



BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
MINUTES

The Board of Architectural Review held its regularly scheduled meeting on Thursday, September 4, 2014,
at 4:00p.m. in Council Chambers, Rouss City Hall, 15 North Cameron Street, Winchester, Virginia.

POINTS OF ORDER:

PRESENT: Chairman Rockwood, Mr. Bandyke, Mr. Serafin, Ms. Elgin

ABSENT: Ms. Jackson, Mr. Walker

STAFF: Josh Crump, Nasser Rahimzadeh, Carolyn Barrett, Katherine Herrman

VISITORS: Heidi Efner

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Mr. Bandyke called for corrections or additions to the minutes of August 21, 2014. Hearing none, he
called for a motion. Mr. Bandyke moved to approve the minutes as submitted. Mr. Serafin seconded
the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 4-0.

CONSENT AGENDA:

None.

NEW BUSINESS:

BAR-14-528 Request of John and Heidi Efrier for a Certificate of Appropriateness to remove Masonite
siding, repair original boards, paint boards and windows and repair porch to historic standards for the
property located at 620 South Loudoun Street.

Ms. Efner described the planned project for her home. The siding has deteriorated to the point that
water is coming inside the structure and the porch is falling off the house. They will remove the
Masonite and assess the condition of the boards underneath and determine the extent of repairs.
When the repairs are done it will be painted with Mark Twain Grey and white. Mr. Bandyke asked if the
capitals and brackets etc. will be replicated or removed. Ms. Efner said that the ones that were still in
good condition would be sanded and painted. Mr. Serafin asked if they would have to put in new
window trim. Ms. Efner said the windows had been built out so it was difficult to tell what they
originally looked like. Mr. Bandyke talked about the measurements for the stairs and made a
recommendation for the depth of the stair treads. Ms. Efner said the whole porch is sagging and they
were not sure what was underneath. The board advised her if the boards were pulled off and there was
wood underneath and the replacement was going to be like-for-like, she would not need to come back.



Mr. Bandyke made a motion to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to BAR-14-528 with the following
notations:

• That the new steps be uniform in depth and within 3” uniformity in height for each one.
• That all the woodwork on the porch and steps be same-for-same, no composite materials.
• That the Masonite siding and asphalt siding is removed exposing the original wood siding

underneath.
• The paint colors Mark Twain House Ombra Gray and Woodlawn Bedroom White are approved.

Ms. Elgin seconded the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 4-0.

Mr. Bandyke advised that if they paint the capitals and other pieces, it is okay with the Board but if they
choose another color, it will have to be approved.

OLD BUSINESS:

None.

DISCUSSION:

Chairman Rockwood asked when the substitute materials guidelines would be discussed at the work
session. It was postponed to one of the two work sessions in September. Mr. Crump said he was not
sure which one it would be. Chairman Rockwood asked if it could be discussed on the third Tuesday and
Mr. Crump said he would check on it.

ADJOURN:

With no further business before the Board, the meeting was adjourned at 4:15pm.



WinchPster—)

Rouss City Hall

15 North Cameron Street

Winchester, VA 22601

APPLICATION
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

C1ERTIFICATE #: BAR- -5 3
DATE SUBMITTED: /1/ 14

Telephone:

FAX:

TDD:

Web:

Please print or type all information: lt7 c4- /J -r{- iC
Applicant

O- jIá’ 3o7 $-e1
Telephone Street Address

flaiiie @ aS7LhS WI4S7rY) 1I4 -ó)

E-mail address City I State I Zip

P operty Owner’s Signature Prop rty Owner (Name as appears in Land Records)

f6 - 21
- , (c 1/) çô c ,V 2ro1docA

Telephone Street Address

hakiS Wl>cAi1Pk- VI4 ZZd]
E-mail aress City / Sate / Zip

PROPERTY LOCATION I
CurrentStreetAddress(es) (5ô AL dock ,c’f)’eei Use: ‘8rc,/e 1.thL’.

Zoning:T (HW) Year Constructed: / Historic Plaque? Y( ) N( ) Number:________

TYPE OF REQUEST

Demolition Sign (specify type) and # Exterior Change

New Construction Freestanding Siding

Addition Wall Roof_

Fence/Wall Projecting ndows/Doors>

CONCEPTUAL REVIEW ONLY Other sign (specify) Paint

Other (specify)

***SEE REVERSE FOR MATERIALS TO INCLUDE WITH APPLICATION***

FOR OFRCE USE ONLY

(BAR Review OR Administrative Review per Section 14-5

___

/i
Hearing Date(s) 9 ‘

_______________

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS: APPROVED DISAPPROVED TABLED WITHDRAWN

CONDITIONS NOTED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

(540) 667-1815
(540) 722-3618
(540) 722-0782

www.winchesterva.gov

Secretary, Board of Architectural Review
Iform pdaied 2/3i4)



Jay & Harriett Hanke
307 Amherst Street

Winchester, VA 22601
540-450-8138

jhhanke@comcast.net

August 29, 2014
Board of Architectural Review
City of Winchester, VA

We are including this narrative with our application to the Board of Architectural Review to attain a
Certificate of Appropriateness, re: window upgrades at our property at 500 N. Braddock Street. Thank you for
taking your time to review our situation. We have owned this property since the Fall of 1998, utilizing it as a
rental property. We have made many improvements to the interior of the house, landscaping, and fence repair
in the back yard.

Currently, we are preparing the house for re-sale. The house has two distinct sections: the original
house, built in 1910, and an addition. The wood siding of the structure was covered with aluminum siding many
years ago, prior to our ownership. The windows include original windows in the downstairs of the original house,
newer windows on the upper floor of the original house, and a different style of window on the back of the
house that was the addition. Some of the windows had no storm windows, some had triple-track add-on storm
windows, many were inoperable, painted shut years ago. The windows were in poor repair, visually unsightly,
and environmentally wasteful. All of the windows had aluminum covered sills and outer frames.

Our decision was to replace 11 of the windows: nine in the original house and two in the addition (now
the kitchen). Installation has been completed on seven of the windows (numbered 1-6 and 8). The new
windows (Simonton Energy Star windows) match the old windows in size, color, and style, and the aluminum
sills and frames work with the surrounding aluminum siding as before. The new window sashes are vinyl clad,
which is the issue of “appropriateness”. We believe that our replacement of the windows is a major upgrade to
the functionality of the house and its energy efficiency, without any noticeable change to the appearance of the
house.

The departure from “appropriate” historic area components was many years ago when the house was
covered with aluminum siding. At the time we purchased the house, we were told that it was on the border of
the historic area, but not “in” the historic area. The application paperwork for the establishment of the historic
district (1979) clearly is focused on 18th and 19th century residences which represent a particular architectural
style or historic time period. Our property at 500 North Braddock does not meet any of these criteria and so
was appropriately not included in the historic district. Since our purchase, the City of Winchester has made the
decision to include this house in the historic district, the last house going north on Braddock Street that has that
designation.

We ask the BAR for leniency in granting a Certificate of Appropriateness for this significant upgrade for
our property.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Jay ‘Harriett Hanke
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ARCHITECTURAL INVENTORY

Address: c

Map & Parcel: 1 3 1
Tract & Block: _6

Present Owner:____________________
Address:

1976

Present Use:

Assessed Value:

Historic Name:

_______

Original Owner:

_____

Original Use: -

_____ _______

Date: 17 80 90 1800 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 (900l9

Style:(L.Geor. Grk.Rev. Ital. 2ndmp. Ron. Goth. Q.A. Col.Rev.B.Arts None+ None-

Stories: B 1 1 2

Material: Stone Leo Clapbrd.

Modifications: (nor Moderate

Physical Condition: Deteriorated Dilapidated

Environmental Context: Strong Moderate Weak

Architectural Significance:
Outstand jng Excel lent Good

Architectural Description
None

3 3 4 —

Brk.

Extensive

A1Wfl.

Plas. idinc

This L-shaped corr.er hcuse with shin4ed A-roof has 3 bayson the 1st fLoor and 2 bays o the Tad floor. ALl wirido:shave 2 over 2 liabt units and shutters. There is a torchon the front and side, each havia a hip rcof hood and otacmetal supports. The house is set off from the street byan attractive hedde.

Historical Significance:
National State/Reiona1 Local None

1-listorical Descript:or

References:



City of
Winchester

--

500 North Braddock Street

Tax Map Number: 153-1-D-6-
DHR Resource umber: 138-0042-1157
Resources: 1 single dwelling
Date/Period: ca. 1890
Style: Vernacular
Sources: Sanborn Fire Insurance Company Maps; Quarles, TheStory
of One Hundred Old Homes

Architectural Description

Site Description: This single-family dwelling is located at the northeast corner of North Braddock Street and West North Avenue. The
dwelling has a setback of approximately twenty feet from the concrete sidewalk. Level, the grassy lot has mature trees and foundation
plantings. An asphalt driveway is located along the northern edge of the property, which is partially enclosed by a wooden privacy
fence.

Secondary Resource Summary: There are no secondary resources associated with this property.

Primary Resource Description: This two-story, three-bay vernacular single-family dwelling appears to have been constructed circa 1890.
Set on a solid random-rubble stone foundation, the wood-frame structure has been reclad in vinyl siding. The side-gable roof of the main
block and front-gabled eli are covered with asphalt shingles. Overhanging eaves complete the roofline. There is no chimney. The façade
(west elevation) has a single-leaf main entry located in the northern bay with a paneled wood door with lights. Window openings on the
first story hold 2/2, double-hung, wood sash while 1/1, double-hung, wood-sash windows pierce the second story. All have inoperable
louvered shutters. A one-story, two-bay porch, reflecting the Colonial Revival style, shelters the main entry. Set on a poured concrete
slab, the porch has a haif-hipped roof of asphalt shingles supported by metal filigree posts. Twisted metal balusters complete the porch.
The north and south (side) elevations of the main block hold 2/2 windows on the first story and 1/1 windows on the second. All have
inoperable louvered shutters.

A two-story, full-width eli is located on the rear of the dwelling. Set on a solid random-rubble stone foundation, this wood-frame elI has
also been clad in vinyl siding. Window openings on the south (side) elevation hold 2/2 sash on the first and 1/1 sash on the second. All are
double-hung wood construction with inoperable louvered shutters. A single-leaf, paneled wood door wth semi-circular light is centrally
located on the south elevation. A one-story, two-bay porch of the Colonial Revival style is set on a raised concrete foundation. Like the
façade, this porch has half-hipped roof of asphalt shingles supported by metal filigree posts with twisted metal balusters. The east (rear)
elevation has no openings while a 1/1, double-hung, wood-sash window is located on the second story of the north (side) elevation.

A circa 1900 appendage is located on the rear of the dwelling. Clad in vinyl siding and capped by a shed roof of asphalt shingles, this
small appendage has a 2/2, double-hung, wood-sash window located on the south (side) elevation. A small, 1/1, double-hung, wood-sash
window is located on the rear of the appendage.

An addition was built on the northeast coiner of the dwelling circa 1960. Set on a solid concrete-block foundation, this addition is clad
in vinyl siding with a sloped roof of asphalt shingles. The addition extends off the north side of the ciica 1900 appendage and wraps the
northeast corner, Window openings hold 1/1, double-hung, vinyl sash,

A one-story, wooden pergola was attached to the north (side) elevation of the main block in the late twentieth century.

Significance Statement: This two-story, three-bay single-family dwelling is representative of the restrained residential architecture
constructed in the City of Winchester at the end of the nineteenth century. Although the vernacular dwelling has been clad in vinyl siding,
it retains the original wood-sash windows, fenestration pattern, and overhanging cornice. Colonial Revival-style elements have been
added, but contribute to the nationwide acceptance of this popular style. The vinyl siding is a reversible application. Further, the dwelling
retains its integrity of feeling, location, setting, and association.Therefore, this single-family dwelling is considered a contributing resource
in the Winchester Historic District under Criteria A and C.


